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create vacuums in Syria and Afghani-
stan. We know from experience that
Russia and Iran would be only too
happy to fill those vacuums.

If we truly care about containing
Russia, the battleground is not only on
Twitter or Facebook but also in the
world of old fashioned geopolitics.

So my amendment would offer Sen-
ators the ability to speak on all these
subjects. I honestly did not expect this
would be controversial stuff. I didn’t
expect that my colleagues across the
aisle would make a partisan stand and
try to Dblock this straightforward
‘“‘sense of the Senate” amendment
when it really just restates—restates—
what most of us thought was a broad
bipartisan consensus about American
leadership in the world, but that is
what our Democratic colleagues did.

They tried to block it. Democrats ob-
jected to a vote on this amendment,
apparently because it would expose a
rift among their own membership—a
division between those Senate Demo-
crats who still subscribe to the vision
for America’s leadership and their col-
leagues who have abandoned those
principles at the urging of the very far
left or are too afraid to take either po-
sition—either one. It is quite the split.
It shows how caught up my Democratic
colleagues are in the partisanship of
this moment.

My amendment simply reemphasizes
the expertise and counsel offered by ex-
perts who have served Presidents of
both parties. It is a mainstream
amendment with 19 cosponsors, but ap-
parently a significant portion of to-
day’s Democratic Party isn’t sure—
isn’t sure—they believe in these prin-
ciples any more. They would rather try
to squash the debate and dodge the
vote altogether.

Well, that is not going to work.
These are exactly the kinds of issues
the Senate should be debating. The
Senate has a special role in foreign pol-
icy.

Americans are serving in harm’s way
in Syria and Afghanistan. The Amer-
ican servicemembers, diplomats, and
aid workers in those conflict zones all
deserve to know whether their elected
officials support their efforts or wheth-
er we no longer believe their tireless
efforts serve our national interest.

Our constituents deserve to know
which Senators welcome a thorough
debate over Syria and Afghanistan and
which are simply trying to duck the
debate. Well, despite my Democratic
colleagues’ attempt, I can assure the
American people that they are going to
learn precisely that. I filed cloture on
the amendment yesterday afternoon,
and we will vote on it. Regardless of
whatever political contortions the far
left may be demanding from Senate
Democrats, the American people are
going to learn exactly where their Sen-
ators stand. Our institution will not
shrink from this important duty.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

HR. 1

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President, on
an entirely different matter, I spoke
for the first time, yesterday, on the
subject that House Democrats have
crowned as their signature effort for
this Congress—H.R. 1, also known as
the ‘‘Democratic Politician Protection
Act.” Speaker PELOSI and her col-
leagues are advertising it as a package
of urgent measures to save American
democracy. What it really seems to be
is a package of urgent measures to re-
write the rules of American politics for
the exclusive benefit of the Democratic
Party.

Yesterday, I gave a brief tour
through several of the most bizarre
components of their proposal. Today, I
would like to focus on just one of the
legislation’s major victims—the Amer-
ican taxpayer.

H.R. 1 would victimize every Amer-
ican taxpayer by pouring their money
into expensive new subsidies that don’t
even pass the laugh test. In several new
ways, it would put every taxpayer on
the hook to line the pockets of can-
didates, campaigns, and outside con-
sultants.

Do you look forward to bumper stick-
ers, robocalls, attack ads, and cam-
paign mail that descend on the country
in seemingly endless cycles?

Speaker PELOSI must think you do,
because she wants you to pay for these
things with your tax dollars. You get
the opportunity, with your money, to
pay for attack ads and bumper stickers
and the rest. This bill creates brand-
new government subsidies—govern-
ment subsidies—both for political cam-
paign donors and for the campaigns
themselves.

The Federal Government would start
matching political donations the same
way some employers match gifts to
charity. You would be literally funding
attack ads for the candidates you dis-
agree with. How about that—your
money funding ads for the candidates
you disagree with?

Maybe that is why every Democrat
opposed our tax cuts for middle-class
families and small businesses. They
were counting on that money to pull
off this stimulus package, if you will,
for campaign consultants.

And for what reason? To increase the
competition? Well, studies have shown
that incumbents win just as often in
taxpayer-funded elections as they do
when campaigns are funded with pri-
vate money.

To reduce corruption? Hardly. Juris-
dictions that have toyed with tax-
payer-funded political systems have
turned out to be replete with misappro-
priation, personal use, straw donors,
and public corruption scandals.

So I remain curious why, exactly, the
“Democratic Politician Protection
Act” wants to offer the American peo-
ple’s money to thousands of candidates
that run for the House of Representa-
tives every 2 years, whether they sup-
port these candidates or not. They
want citizens to bankroll political ma-
terials that they totally disagree with.
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But they aren’t stopping there.
Democrats also want taxpayers on the
hook for generous new benefits for Fed-
eral bureaucrats and government em-
ployees.

Their bill would make election day a
new paid holiday for government work-
ers and create an additional brandnew
paid leave benefit for up to 6 days for
any Federal bureaucrat who decides
they would like to hang out at the
polls during any election. Just what
America needs—another paid holiday
and a bunch of government workers
being paid to go out and work, I as-
sume, for our colleagues on the other
side on their campaigns.

This is the Democrats’ plan to ‘‘re-
store” democracy—a brandnew week of
paid vacation for every Federal em-
ployee who would like to hover around
while you cast your ballot? A Wash-
ington-based, taxpayer-subsidized
clearinghouse for political campaign
funding? It is a power grab that is
smelling more and more like exactly
what it is.

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———

STRENGTHENING AMERICA’S SE-
CURITY IN THE MIDDLE EAST
ACT OF 2019—Resumed

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 1, which the
clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A bill (S. 1) to make improvements to cer-
tain defense and security assistance provi-
sions and to authorize the appropriation of
funds to Israel, to reauthorize the United
States-Jordan Defense Cooperation Act of
2015, and to halt the wholesale slaughter of
the Syrian people, and for other purposes.

Pending:

McConnell amendment No. 65, to express
the sense of the Senate that the United
States faces continuing threats from ter-
rorist groups operating in Syria and Afghan-
istan and that the precipitous withdrawal of
United States forces from either country
could put at risk hard-won gains and United
States national security.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate the fact that the majority leader
has put before the Senate an important
piece of legislation that reemphasizes
our support for our allies in the Middle
East, a very dangerous neighborhood
that has a tendency to have others
drawn into the neighborhood and into
the fight. This legislation is comprised
of four bills that have enjoyed bipar-
tisan support, but we weren’t able to
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